4/29/73 


Dear Paul, 

, I’m deep in and far behind on some legal work I must complete by tomorrow night 
so I have little time for response to your letter of the 24th. It came yesterday. 

On the CTIA in general, I remain opposed to going into anything that can have any 
realx value except as basic research, anything in any way subject to misuse, except 
with i'im on an individual basis* Bud is still taking counsel with the Spragues. They 
remain well^intended irrationals, eaten by unfulfilled egos and are no less capable of 
the most incredible and hurtful insanities. Jim is great. Despite some unintended breaches, 
I remain personally fond of him and trust him. Bud still goes around blowing great 
opportunities. 

On POI suits, as distinuished from attempting to get information, I remain un- 
alterably opposed to any steps that can get into court at this juncture and I have 
refused to take this step in a single of the many instances where I can and with I regard 
as solid cases. i hus I think it was wrong to advertise the notes of that meeting of the 
24th to them. They are capable og going off half-cocked. Meanwhile, Boh has more time 
for this kind oi thing than either of us and shares nothing, not even old sweat. Such 
"cooperation' - is to invite onesself to a disaster. Haven^t we had enough of them? 

Jim told me nothing of your projected book except your lack of faith in its 
prospects. We have both been very busy. 1811 see him today and we won t have time to 
discuss it ar anything oh the subject. My general feeling is what I've conveyed. There 
are great variables and these can lead to conflicts, but I'm glad you visualise a work 
along the general lines of my suggestion, X wish you'd think more of this because there 
now is much other information, on the PBI outside the JFK and MLK assassinations, that 
should be included and give the book better prospects. 

Jn the Senate stuff, I think they have a better basis and would encourage not taking 
this, o-l alj. the possibilities, to court when the situation on suits has changed. 

There is a significance in the notes you have missed and I havenlt ti no for now. 

John Behrend of Esquire phoned me recently. He is doing a commemorative piece. X 
told him I would speak of others off the record only and he agreed, when he asked me 
about current work I said that for years there had been little responsible work and thaat 
by only a couple, that those originally connected with the subject had done no significant 
work since and a number of those regarded as having done significant work to begin with 
really had not. when he asked who I would include as having done significant things in 
recent years, 1 said two only, you and Howard, had, of course, heard of neither. So, 

■if you hear from him, now you will know why. His record does not encourage faith that 
he wilx do a good piece. Be said he'd be in touch again and I do not expect it. They don't 
go for responsible writing on this subject. 

I have lost track of what is going on in New Orleans. When you can, please let me 
know when the criminal case is scheduled and whenthe Shaw civil suit is to be tried. 

Both hold possibilities of further destruction of our credibility, '^'his concerns me as it 
has never really concerned others, with few exceptions. I will not be surprized at the 
surfacing of other informants. 




